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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 3-30-2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

1. The applicant has amended all independent claims (except claim 31), hence a 
new rejection has been provided for these claims. The USC 102 rejection has been 
deleted and changed to a USC 103 rejection (Havinis and Melton). The claims which 
were originally rejected under Havinis/Melton are now moved under this new heading. 

2. For claim 31 , the applicant claims the prior art does not reject the claim. The 
examiner disagrees since the combination of Havinnis and Melton would provide for a 
robust system whereby one can monitor (over a prolonged period of time) whether a 
person is within a certain zone/boundary and, if they should leave it, determine where 
they have gone. So there are two "levels" of monitoring/positioning found, one that 
tracks if a user is within a certain boundary and one that can track boundless areas. 
The examiner notes that there is no limitations in the claim language which prohibit this 
interpretation. The applicant is invited to amend their claim(s) such that the prior art 
does not read on their design. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC $ 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-8, 11-14. 15-18 and 20-28 20-34 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over Havinis et al. US 6,1 04,931 and further in view of Melton et al. 

US 5,255.306. 

As per claims 1,15 and 22, Havinis teaches a method for obtaining location 
information for a wireless unit of interest in a wireless network (title and abstract), 
comprising the steps of: 

providing a system operative to procure location information for a wireless unit of 
interest from at least one location information source associated with the wireless 
network (C2, L35-40 teaches BTS "triangulation"); 

establishing an interface for communications between said system and an entity 
requesting location information for said wireless unit of interest, wherein said interface 
defines a standardized format for requesting and providing said location information 
(C3, L33-36 teaches a generic format); 

verifying authorization for said entity to obtain location information for said 
wireless unit of interest independent of location finding preferences of said wireless unit 
of interest (C3, L19-21 teaches "authorization of the LA" and L23 teaches "authorization 
codes" while C3, L46-51 teaches the LA registering with the GMSC. Havinis also 
describes the mobile user having privacy as well as override of the privacy, C3, L9-32); 

obtaining, from said system, location information for said wireless unit of interest 
(C2, L35-62); and 
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providing said location information to a recipient associated with said request 
(Havinis teaches the request coming from various individuals such as Fleet 
Management, C5, L17-35 and Taxi companies, C5, L36-60, law enforcement and 
emergency centers, C4, L45-50). 

But is silent on analyzing the location information to monitor a location of the 
wireless unit overtime, 

Melton teaches a wireless positioning/monitoring system that monitors a parolee 
over time to ensure that they are located within a certain location (Abstract) 

With further regard to claim 15, Havinis teaches a system in communication 
with a first wireless carrier network having a first subscriber set and a second carrier 
network having a second subscriber set, wherein said system is operative to provide 
location information for subscribers of each of said carrier networks AND receiving a 
location information inquiry for a wireless unit of interest, wherein said inquiry requests 
said location information be provided independent of any location-finding preferences of 
said wireless unit of interest (C3, L9-36 teaches positioning determination within any 
wireless network, which inherently implies more than one network and that location 
services can be utilized by any positioning system, which inherently implies 
independence of location finding preferences, see L33-36) AND obtaining said location 
information from said system independent of said location-finding preferences AND 
providing said location information to a location associated with said request (C3, L9- 
36). 

With further regard to claim 22, Havinis teaches defining at least one trigger 
event the occurrence of which will result in the provisioning of location information for 
said wireless unit of interest, wherein said location information is provided independent 
of any location-finding preferences of said wireless unit of interest (C6, L61 to C7, L10). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Havinis. such that it can analve the location information to monitor a location of 
the wireless unit over time, to provide means for keeping a constant watch of the user 
by determining their position from time-to-time. 
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As per claims 2, 16 and 23, Havinis teaches claim 1/15/22, wherein said 
obtaining step further comprises: overriding a privacy setting associated with said 
wireless unit of interest (C4, L46-49). 

As per claims 3, 17 and 24, Havinis teaches claim 1/15/22, wherein obtaining is 
performed free of said wireless unit of interest being notified of said location information 
being procured (C8, L17-26 teaches determining position without being noticed by the 
mobile). 

As per claim 4, Havinis teaches claim 1, wherein said establishing step allows a 
requesting entity to define at least one trigger event for triggering the obtaining of said 
location information (C6, L61 to C7, L10). 

As per claims 5 and 25, Havinis teaches claim 4/22, wherein said trigger event 
comprises at least one: a schedule; said wireless unit one of sending and receiving 
wireless communications; said wireless unit being identified relative to an area of 
interest (C7, L1 0-1 5 teaches triggering events being location and/or the wireless unit 
being connected in a call, eg. sending/receiving communications). 

As per claims 6 and 26, Havinis teaches claim 5/25, wherein said establishing 
step allows a requesting entity to define at least one said area of interest (C6, L1-7). 

As per claims 7 and 27, Havinis teaches claim 6/26, wherein said area of 
interest comprises at least one of: an address; a point and radius; another wireless unit; 
and a geographic boundary (C6, L1-7 teaches areas of interest including a particular 
USA State, country or location area, which reads on the claim). 

As per claims 8, 18 and 28, Havinis teaches claim 1/15/22, wherein said 
identifying step further comprises: 

providing a system operative to provide location information for a said wireless 
unit of interest from at least first and second location information sources associated 
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with the wireless network, wherein said first and second location information sources 
employ first and second different location finding technologies (C8, L61-67 and C2, L35- 
60 teach using well known cellular system positioning methods while C2, L63-67 
teaches using GPS). 

As per claim 11, Havinis teaches claim 1, wherein providing comprises providing 
said location information to a recipient at a location other than that associated with said 
requesting entity (C5, L61-67). 

As per claim 20, Havinis teaches claim 15, further comprising: verifying 
authorization associated with said inquiry for said entity to obtain said location 
information for said wireless unit of interest free of any location-finding preferences of 
said wireless unit of interest (C3, L19-21 teaches "authorization of the LA" and L23 
teaches "authorization codes" while C3, L46-51 teaches the LA registering with the 
GMSC. Havinis also describes the mobile user having privacy as well as override of the 
privacy, C3, L9-32); 

As per claim 21, Havinis teaches claim 15, further comprising: establishing an 
interface for communications between said system and an entity requesting location 
information for said wireless unit of interest, wherein said interface defines a 
standardized format for requesting and providing said location information (C3, L33-36 
teaches a generic format). 

Claims 12 - 1 4 and 29 - 3 4 r o ioctod undor 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as bo i ng unpat e ntabl e 
ov e r Havinis and furth e r i n v ie w of M el ton e t al. US 5,255,306. 

As per claims 12-14 and 29-30, Havinis teaches claim 1/22 but is silent on 
further comprising: comparing said location information to at least one location of 
interest to monitor the movement of said wireless unit relative to said point of interest 
AND uncertainty associated with location information overlapping said at least one 
location of interest, notifying a third party that said wireless unit is proximate to said at 
least one location of interest AND wherein said third party is a law enforcement agency. 
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Melton teaches a location monitoring device that tracks a person's location within 
a certain range of a point of interest (eg. their house) during house arrest (abstract, 
figure 1 and C1 , L20-42). Melton also teaches providing data to an agency (eg. police) 
who track the individual (C1, L43-58) 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Havinis, such that comparing said location information to at least one location of 
interest to monitor the movement of said wireless unit relative to said point of interest 
AND uncertainty associated with location information overlapping said at least one 
location of interest, notifying a third party that said wireless unit is proximate to said at 
least one location of interest AND wherein said third party is a law enforcement agency, 
to provide means for determining if the user is within a zone of interest and/or may have 
moved from said zone and to then notify law enforcement. 

As per claim 31, Havinis teaches a method for obtaining location information for 
a wireless unit of interest in a wireless network (title, abstract), comprising the steps of: 
identifying a wireless unit of interest (C5, L16-60 teaches Fleet Management or Taxi 
companies wanting to know the location of their people/wireless units and law 
enforcement and emergency centers, C4, L45-50); 

establishing at least one zone of interest associated with said wireless unit of 
interest (C6, L1-7 teaches areas/zones of interest); 

but is silent on obtaining location information for said wireless unit of interest 
from at least one location information source associated with the wireless network 
monitoring a location of said wireless unit relative to said at least one zone of interest; 
and 

notifying a party other than a user of said wireless unit of interest upon an 
uncertainty of said location overlapping with at least one said zone of interest. 

Melton teaches a location monitoring device that tracks a person's location within 
a certain range of a point of interest (eg. their house) during house arrest (abstract, 
figure 1 and C1 , L20-42). Melton also teaches providing data to an agency (eg. police) 
who track the individual (C1, L43-58) 
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It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Havinis, such that it obtains location information for said wireless unit of interest 
from at least one location information source associated with the wireless network 
monitoring a location of said wireless unit relative to said at least one zone of interest 
and notifying a party other than a user of said wireless unit of interest upon an 
uncertainty of said location overlapping with at least one said zone of interest, to provide 
means for monitoring/determining if the user is within a zone of interest and/or may 
have moved from said zone. 

As per claim 32, Havinis teaches claim 31 wherein obtaining is performed free of 
said wireless unit of interest being notified of said location information being procured 
(C8, L17-26 teaches determining position without being noticed by the mobile). 

As per claim 33, Havinis teaches claim 31 , wherein said monitoring step is 
performed independent of any location-finding preferences of said wireless unit of 
interest (C3, L9-36 teaches using different types of positioning methods across different 
types of wireless networks). 

As per claim 34, Havinis teaches claim 31 , further comprising: a plurality of said 
zones of interest; and a plurality of wireless units of interest, wherein each of said 
plurality of wireless units of interest are monitored relative to said plurality of said zones 
of interest (abstract teaches a BATCH mode positioning request that can determine 
position for multiple users, based on their zone of interest). 
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Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC § 103 

Tho fo ll owing i s a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms tho basis for a ll 

obviousness r o joctions sot forth i n th i s Office action: 

(a) A pat e nt may not be obta i n e d though th e invention is not id e nt i ca ll y d i sclos e d or d e scrib e d as s e t 
forth in s e ct i on 102 of this titl e , i f th e d i ff e renc e s b e tw ee n th e subject matt e r sought to bo pat e nt e d and 
th e pr i or art are such that th e subj e ct matt e r as a whol e would have been obvious at th e tim e th e 
i nv e nt i on was mad e to a p e rson having ord i nary sk ill in th e art to which said subj e ct matt e r p e rtain s . 
Pat e ntabi l ity s hal l not b e n e gat i v e d by the mann e r in which th e i nv e ntion was mad e . 

Claims 9 and 19 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Havinis /Melton and further in view of Bar et al. US 6,456,852. 

As per claims 9 and 19, Havinis teaches claim 8/18 but is silent on wherein 
said system is operative to aggregate information from said at least first and second 
different location finding technologies to enhance the accuracy of said location 
information. 

Bar teaches using and combining several different location determining methods 

to define the location of a user: 

FIG. 2 shows a subsystem of the system shown in FIG. 1 . A cellular phone 26 
transmits signals 28 which are received by one or more location finding base stations 
12. Base stations 12 may determine the location of phone 26 by one of, or a 
combination of. several location finding techniques. In the case where there is not 
severe multipath, or where accurate location information is not required, any of the 
conventional methods of location finding may be used. These conventional methods are 
based on techniques such as direction finding (DF), time of arrival (TOA), and time 
difference of arrival (TDOA). (C3, L47-50) 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Havinis, such that said system is operative to aggregate information from said at 
least first and second different location finding technologies to enhance the accuracy of 
said location information, to provide means for using several positioning systems 
together to get a more accurate location/position. 

Claim 10 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Havinis 
and further in view of Havinis /Melton et al. US 6,360,102 (hereafter Havinis #2) 
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As per claim 10, Havinis teaches claim 1 , but is silent on wherein said verifying 
authorization step comprises verifying court ordered authorization. 

Havinis #2 teaches requiring a court order to allow a law enforcement agent to 
determine the position of a person: 

It should be noted that when the subscriber is roaming, law enforcement LA's 
280 will need, in addition to the POK with the value "allowed to override subscriber's 
privacy settings," a court order in order to be able to override the MS 200 privacy 
settings. (C8, L64 to C9, L5) 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Havinis, such that said verifying authorization step comprises verifying court 
ordered authorization, to provide means for ensuring a court has approved the 
positioning. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Stephen M. D'Agosta whose telephone number is 571- 
272-7862. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8am to 5pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bill Trost can be reached on 571-272-7872. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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PRIMARY EXAMINER 




